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GEORGIE ANNE GEVER ‘
‘Candidates reshaped by
technology?

n doing some recent historical
research on dictators of the
left and of the right, I became

interested in how often a .

leader like Fidel Castro mentioned
terms sugh as “popular acclams-
tion” er *direct democracy” or even
“plebiscitary democracy” .
These words of approval of Mz
- Castro as.a leader by the peoplere-
verberated across his incredible po-
litical 1i# in an attempt to prove that
what was profoundly non-d
eratic was indeed democratic.:Foh

hat chigrismatics and basically -}
el o i S
-are doing is w i
goo'trieaallodoxhcaﬂhg
1‘1:111’0,6

i
sel ‘ .” They dre—
delilerately trying to 8§ the one
thifig they most definitei’ke‘ ; \no:

As we wtch the l:‘tper T
primaries today — &
litical watershed than a m’ ;
ball gamg ~— we are facitig some:
thing like that same politiocal
dissembling in our own elections.
Indeed] as Larry Sabato, piptitical
consultant and professor of the Uni-
versity of Virginia, said at a /
Annenberg Washington Progs m
here on “New Technologias and R
-litical Communications™; *
technologies promote ‘pure denfibe-
Tacy’ vs. our society, which has,ze- -
presentative democracy ... ”... . R
Let us.pause here for a moment to”:
remember that Abraham Lincaln,
according to James Russell.

“always addressed the intejlig
of men, never their preju theix,
passions or their .igno; y :
then, in this election so kiawe :

most of the candidates
dressed their fellow citig
udices, passions and igno; A

In lartglgggn it is because of the
new methods of electoral choosing
— selecting candidates through cau-

cuses and primaries, and thus
through impassioned ideologues
and special-interest 8roups instead
of through the party elders’ olgd
smoke-filled rooms. But it is also be-
causa of the new electoral] technol-
ogies that accompany these
es.

We now have “focus groups” of
chosen citizens tested in “instant
pulsing,” in which pseudoscientific
random samplings of what a person

feels about a candidate at that mo-
ment can profoundly skew the re-
sults — not to speak of the ease with
which these results can be manip-
ulated by special-interest groups.

We now have political consultants
using that technology and making ali
sorts of decisions based upon it. We.
have “advanced mapping” of pre-
viously untouched electorates being-
used to create new “monodistricts”.
of segments of society not before
reached. .

S. Robert Lichter of the American -
Enterprise Institute, one of the best.

inkers on these new themes, con-
cludes: “The whole campaign be-
comes structured as to how you get
your candidates on television, .
The idea is that the television ay-
dience is the new electorate . . . and
this has affected the electoral pro-
cess enormously”

What so often comes out of this
process, of course, is the political
actor, less a Ronald Reagan (who is
a true actor), than a putative politi-
cianwhoisintmthamanwhois
acting.

As Milton Rosenberg, professor
of psychology at the University of
Chicage, says: “It is a question of
centralism vs. peripheralisra. Ac-
tors tend to be peripheralists:; they
lack an inner core. This is why they
imitate so well. They have an alter-
nate identity. But once the person
enacts it, the act becomes real to
him, whereas with the centralist,

there is an inside being there that
acts genuinely”

Due to these new techniques and
technologies, and due to the differ-
ent types of men and women that
they spawn and push forward to
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power and fame, many analysts and
political thinkers fear that our entire
political power structure will
change. Many worry that these pri-
marily emotive technologies, based
on the power of television, will foster
the election of farleft or far-right
charismatic leaders who could be
unrepresentative of the majority of
the American people and who little
understand the real problems facing
us.

There isn't any question about
whether the use of these new tech-
nologies is going to end. It ig not.

“What will we see in the 1990s?"
Jothhmips,headolAmtod' e In-
dustries, the largest company of
computerized software for cam-
paigns, asked at the: Annenberg
meeting. “We'’re going w0 see greater
use at the grass-roots level of . var-
ious technologies. We'll see for the
first time the use of microcomput-
ers in districting, and also for the
first time a greater use of expert
systems and of artificial intelli-
gence.” ’

What can the serious voter do? At
the moment, until we lmow more
about the political and psychological |
effects of these technologies, we can
only be aware of them.
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